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One of Several Such Steps . v 
The proposal lor criminal legislation 
is one of several controversial steps the 
/^ministration has taken or r «n«d- 
to combat disclosures, including a 

censorship of certain officials ana 
grater use of polygraph machines, or 
Uedetectors, to trace the source of un- 
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rather than the journalists who publish | 
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p J court case. 
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Conflict in Tbetr Positions 
The analysis appears to contradict 
the position of the Justice Department 
and Judge Y oung in the Morison case. 
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! publish secrets that «« tod^to 
! i them- -However, it might create a pasis 
' ior seeking to force journalists to dis- 
close Jheir sources. 


adopted the Justice 1 ^ “— h ; ' 
that such disclosures violated the gen- 
eral broadly worded criminal laws 
bsHTiiiges^onage and theft of Govero- 

ID ^at I ^roro'retation has 
disputed bv civil libertarians, journal- 
ise and others who say Cor >P^ s 
tended the espionage laws to apply only 
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The-proposa) also specifies that a de- Poro£f- considered by an appellate 
fendanv could avoid conviction by es- 
tabl i^htn p that the information had not 
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been obtained through the defendant s 
Govenunent service, that it had al- 
ready bjeen published or that it was not 
| “properly classified.” 

Information is “properly classified, 
the proposed law states, if disclosure 
“reasonably could be expected to dam- 
- age the national security.’’ 
j s e nt with the signature of William J- 
I Casey! - Directo ol Cen tral mtelb- 
i P -Pnce. tne'pmposal is p emg reviewed 
bvtne .lustice. State. I>et ense and other 
' rienanments. No oecisi on nas t>een 
^iaoe wnether to seno ]T to Con^~e§S, 
.according to the officials. 
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ict ration official. In 1983, a committee 

of iower-leveT Adminstration lawj^re 
recommended somewhat similar legis- 
lation, but the proposalwa^mtve 1 re- 
laved to Congress. In the carter ao 
ministration, proposals were arcu- 
lated but never sent to Congress. 

Reagan Administration lawyers, 
Congressional aides and others said ffi 
interviews that the proposal raised 
Thornv issues, such as whether it should 
be a 'crime ior journalists to publish 
i Government secrets. 

Thev said even a bill directed only at 
Government doscloseis would create 
controversy in Congress, whoch h 
past decades refused to enact simtiar. 
proposals lest public debate on mili- 
tary issues be stifled. . 

It Appears In Another BUI , ' 

It is entirely possible, the officials 
said that the intelligence agency s 
“trial balloon,” as one called it, would 
be shot down by other Government 
agencies and never reach Congress. 

A similar bill to make it a crime tor a 
i Government employee to disclwe se- 
1 cret information to anyone not author- 
ized to receive it was introduced in a 
broader intelligence bill in FebrotfY 
by Representative Bob Stump of An- 
zbna, the senior Repubbcan on the 
Bouse Intelligence Commttee. 

The Administration has taken no 
rxisition on that bill so far. 

Ln the early 1970’s the Nixon Admin- 

.lstranon proposed legislation makmg it 

clear that unauthorized disclosures of 
secret information to reporters were 
cn^es^s part of a comprehensive 
overhaul of the Federal Criminal Code- 
Tne secrecy legislation died l amid .an 
outcry from journalists and civil liber 

tarians. 
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